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OGC 62-1841

§ sagust 1962

MEMCRANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: 9 August 1962 Meeting with the Bureau of the Budget
on Early Retiremest Legislation

STATINTL

1 speney roprasematives, it S
John A. Bross, Emmett D. Xchels, and met with

Bureau of the Budget rapresentatives to consider our early retirement
lagislation. Freseat {rom the Bureaw of the Budget were: Robert
Amory, Jr., Garry E, Pettibone, William B. Cannon, Denald E.
Smith, Irviag J. Lewis, and David H. Mcifes.

2. The first part of the ssasion revolved around why we were
plcking the particular vehicle of the Foreign Service Retiremant System.
Such questions were raised as: Why not amend the Civil Service
Ratirement Act’; why use languags giviag all authorities rather than
language relating solely to retirement” There was raised the possible
amalgamation of all Government retirement systems into one system
with special provisions for overseas people. Zventually it appesred
that we answered most of the gquestions. Mr. Amory heiped con-
niderably ia this by stating that in our simple bill we weare setting no
precedent, using an established system, etc. Thers was some
discussion that possibly eur so-called savings should not be used in
congressional presentations. On the point of possible unwanted changes
it was pointed out that there have been aight pleces of legislation on the
Hill lavolving the Agency since we were astablished by the Rational
Security Act of 1947 and in 2o case was thers any attempt sither serious
or haif-heartad, to slap on nawanted riders. There was basically no
discassion of the question of the costs of the program.
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3. The principal puints resulting from the discussion wars:

s. sAmory stated L we recelved BCB clearasee it
would be with the understaading that the intevnal reogulations, -
particularly with respact to who was to 2e coversd, would
secessarily reguire BGB clearsnce. We agreed to tis
_. with the yaderstsnding that this wording weuld not
appear in the legislation itself.

». I the Bursau of the Budget were to clear our
legislation it would be on ths basis of no objection” raiher
than 3 statement that this was a part of the Presideat's
iegislative program.

c. Although Stats asd Civil Service Commission, which
were the enly ones asked to ceavdinste, have respomded with
& 1o objection, * the Burean of the Budget wishes to consider
farther whether te cosrdinate with USLA sad A1D, We will
hayintu&umpmm&w do decide to coovdiaate
we will contact these two ageacies directly.

4. On the legislatien they regquestsd that we agrse to the
insertion of the words ‘regarding officer and employes
aliowanecss and besefits " in the secoad line of 4 () after
the werd ‘provisions, ° We indicated that probably this
weuld be all ﬁﬁihﬂﬁaﬁ-wmﬁiﬁst&m& sare with
s little study. We will contaet therx on this.

e. Amory indicated that he saw nod Teason why we should
aot have a decisien on this matter by early sext wask.

4. It is my bellef that the majority individeal views of the
Eareas of the Pudget people there would have baen to talk this
legislation to death or to prapars at least to £fill it up with various
amendments, all of which would take so much time we would have
ac spportuaity to attemapt introduction this session. Hewevsz,
Mr. Amory was most helpful in this way as he was in other »ays.
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